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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's amendment was received on 1 1/20/2008, and has been entered and 
made of record. Currently, claims 7-9, 14 and 16-18 have been cancelled, and claims 1- 
6, 10-13, 15, and 19-23 are pending for further examination in this Action. 

Response to Remark/Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -6, 1 0-1 3, 1 5, and 1 9-23 have 
been fully considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-6, 10, 12, 13, 15, and 19-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Kakutani (US 6,817,794) in view of Ogura et al (US 5,608494). 

Regarding claim 1 . 

Kakutani discloses an image forming apparatus (i.e. the printer of Figs. 1, 2, 
and 4, etc., col 4, lines 51-57) comprising: a storage unit (i.e. a nonvolatile memory 
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for storing the alternate table, col 6, lines 50-54); and a processor (i.e. Kakutani 
discloses multiple embodiments which a printer having a printer drive unit 
performs printing processes of Figs. 3, 5 and 11, etc., and instruction from a host 
computer, Fig. 2, col 5, lines 45-50; thus, a printer must have a processor to 
perform such multiple processes) configured to determine (i.e. print job) 
corresponding to a print instruction (i.e. analyzing/judging print job data including 
print instruction from the host, col 5, lines 45-59) and to execute the print instruction 
by automatically changing a size of a recording medium to be used as specified by the 
print instruction to the size of the substitute recording by accessing the storage unit to 
determine (i.e. steps of S104 and S105 of Figs 3 and 5 disclose an automatically 
change size of a recording medium, col 6, line 55 to col 7, line 19), which substitute 
recording medium corresponds to the size of the recording medium specified by the 
print instruction (i.e. size and type of substitute recording medium is registered 
corresponding to the recording medium specified by the host computer, col 5, 
lines 4-27), when the size of the recording medium specified by the print instruction is 
not available (col 5, lines 4-27); 

Kakutani does not disclose storing a plurality of user identifiers, and for each user 
identifier there is also stored a corresponding recording medium size and a size of a 
substitute recording medium, and for the user identifier corresponding to the print 
instruction. 

However, Kakutani discloses an alternate table set 200 in Fig. 9, in which each 
20-1 , 20-2, . . . 20-n is corresponded to each of a plurality of host devices in the network. 
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For example, the paper size and paper type of host device 1-1 are registered in the 
alternate table 20-1 , and the paper size and paper type of host device 1-2 are registered 
in the alternate table 20-2, and so on. See col 9, lines 4-20. 

The above described differences between the claims are obvious variations of 
each other. 

In addition, in the same field of endeavor, Ogura teaches an embodiment in that 
a memory card is used to store operator's ID codes ,i.e. ID1 , ID2, and ID3, etc., and 
counting number of sheets copied and size of the paper corresponding to ID codes as 
shown in Figs. 6 and 8, and col 6, lines 20-34. 

Thus, having an image forming apparatus of Kakutani' 794 reference and then 
given the well-established teaching of Kakutani' 794 reference, it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify the image forming apparatus of Kakutani' 794 reference such that storing a 
plurality of users instead of a plurality of hose devices, to achieve for each user identifier 
there is also stored a corresponding recording medium size and a size of a substitute 
recording medium, and for the user identifier corresponding to the print instruction as 
taught by Ogura; since doing so would increase the versatility of the image forming 
apparatus and further the services provided could easily be established for one another 
with predictable results. 

Regarding claim 3, in accordance with claim 1. 

Kakutani discloses wherein the storage, unit is configured to store the information 
size of the substitute recording medium in response to an external setting instruction 
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from outside (i.e. size and type of substitute recording medium is registered 
corresponding to the recording medium specified by the host computer, col 5, 
lines 4-27). 

Regarding claim 4, in accordance with claim 3. 

Kakutani discloses a notifying device configured to notify to the outside when the 
size of the recording medium specified by the print instruction is not available or when 
the size of the substitute recording medium is not stored in the storage unit, together 
with information indicating an available size of the recording medium, so as to request a 
selection of a recording medium size to use to execute the print instruction (i.e. when 
there is an error is so judged, i.e. paper size and paper type specified are not 
registered, operator or the host device is notified, col 5, lines 1-3, and in 
responses to the outside, error processing unit 19 of Fig. 2 notifies tray selection 
unit 14 and the printing processing is continued, col 6, lines 21-44, and col 10, 
also see Figs. 18A-18B, col 10, line 56 to col 11, line 10). 

Regarding claim 5, in accordance with claim 1. 

Kakutani discloses a setting device (i.e. host devices of Figs 1, 2, and 4 and 
so on) configured to set and store the size of the substitute recording medium in the 
storage unit (i.e. paper size and paper type of substitute recording medium are 
specified by the hose device and configured into the alternate table of Fig. 9, col 
9, lines 4-20). 

Regarding claim 6, in accordance with claim 1. 
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Kakutani discloses wherein said of a table storage device (i.e. alternate table) 
stores the plurality of (host device) identifiers, the corresponding recording medium 
size, and the corresponding size of the substitute recording medium in a table (i.e. 
paper size and paper type of substitute recording medium are specified by the 
hose device and configured into alternate table of Fig. 9, col 9, lines 4-20). 

Kakutani does not disclose said of a table storage device stores the plurality of 
user identifiers. 

However, base on the same rational discussed in Claim 1 rejection above, 
Kakutani discloses an alternate table set 200 in Fig. 9, in which each 20-1, 20-2, ... 20-n 
is corresponded to each of a plurality of host devices in the network. For example, the 
paper size and paper type of host device 1-1 are registered in the alternate table 20-1 , 
and the paper size and paper type of host device 1-2 are registered in the alternate 
table 20-2, and so on. See col 9, lines 4-20. 

The above described differences between the claims are obvious variations of 
each other. 

Thus, having an image forming apparatus of Kakutani' 794 reference and then 
given the well-established teaching of Kakutani' 794 reference, it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify the image forming apparatus of Kakutani' 794 reference such that storing a 
plurality of users instead of a plurality of hose devices, to achieve a table storage device 
stores the plurality of user identifiers; since doing so would increase the versatility of the 
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image forming apparatus and further the services provided could easily be established 
for one another with predictable results. 
Regarding claim 10. 

Claim 10 is directed to an image forming method claim which substantially 
corresponds to operation of the device in claim 1, with method steps directly 
corresponding to the function of device elements in claim 1 . Thus, claim 10 is rejected 
as set forth above for claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 12, in accordance with claim 10. 

Claim 12 is directed to an image forming method claim which substantially 
corresponds to operation of the device in claim 3, with method steps directly 
corresponding to the function of device elements in claim 3. Thus, claim 12 is rejected 
as set forth above for claim 3. 

Regarding claim 13, in accordance with claim 12. 

Claim 13 is directed to an image forming method claim which substantially 
corresponds to operation of the device in claim 4, with method steps directly 
corresponding to the function of device elements in claim 4. Thus, claim 13 is rejected 
as set forth above for claim 4. 

Regarding claim 15, in accordance with claim 10. 

Claim 15 is directed to an image forming method claim which substantially 
corresponds to operation of the device in claim 6, with method steps directly 
corresponding to the function of device elements in claim 6. Thus, claim 15 is rejected 
as set forth above for claim 6. 
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Regarding claim 19. 

Claim 19 is directed to a computer-readable storage medium claim which 
substantially corresponds to operation of the device in claim 1, with processing steps 
directly corresponding to the function of device elements in claim 1. Thus, claim 19 is 
rejected as set forth above for claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 20. 

Claim 20 is directed to a computer-readable storage medium claim which 
substantially corresponds to operation of the device in claim 1, with processing steps 
directly corresponding to the function of device elements in claim 1. Thus, claim 20 is 
rejected as set forth above for claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 21 . 

Kakutani discloses wherein the computer (i.e. a CPU or a central process unit) 
is one of a computer within a host unit (i.e. host devices of Figs. 1, 2, and 10 and 
etc.) which outputs the print instruction with respect to an image forming apparatus and 
a computer within the image forming apparatus which prints the-information on the 
recording medium (i.e. host device outputs print data, which includes instruction, 
i.e. paper size and paper type, to printer of Figs. 1, 2, and 10, etc., the processor 
having a printer drive unit performs printing process, Figs. 1, 2, and 10, etc., and 
col 9, lines 21-57). 

Regarding claim 22. 

Claim 22 is directed to an image forming device claim which substantially 
corresponds to operation of the device in claim 1, with function elements directly 
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corresponding to the function of device elements in claim 1 . Thus, claim 22 is rejected 
as set forth above for claim 1 . 
Regarding claim 23. 

Claim 23 is directed to a computer-readable storage medium claim which 
substantially corresponds to operation of the device in claim 1 , with processing steps 
directly corresponding to the function of device elements in claim 1. Thus, claim 23 is 
rejected as set forth above for claim 1 . 

5. Claims 2 & 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kakutani (US 6,81 7,794) in view of Ogura et al (US 5,608,494) as applied to claims 1 
and 1 0 above, and further in view of Yoshino et al (US 4,944,031 ). 

Regarding claim 2, in accordance with claim 1. 

Kakutani discloses wherein said storage unit is configured to store, in 
correspondence with at least one of the (host device) identifiers (i.e. storage unit, i.e. 
paper tray, is configure to store at least one of hose device identifier, i.e. 1-1, 1-2, 
..1-n, col 9,lines 3-20 and Fig. 9). 

Kakutani dose not disclose storage unit is configured to store in correspondence 
with at least one of the user identifiers and information specifying whether or not a zoom 
is required when printing information, and/or information specifying a printing position on 
the recording medium. 

However, Kakutani discloses an alternate table set 200 in Fig. 9, in which each 
20-1 , 20-2, . . . 20-n is corresponded to each of a plurality of host devices in the network. 
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For example, the paper size and paper type of host device 1-1 are registered in the 
alternate table 20-1 , and the paper size and paper type of host device 1-2 are registered 
in the alternate table 20-2, and so on. See col 9, lines 4-20; and the above described 
differences between the claims are obvious variations of each other; and 

Yoshino teaches wherein said setting information includes whether or not a zoom 
is required when printing information, and/or a printing position on the recording medium 
(i.e. magnification such enlargement and reduction ratio are used, col 8, lines 24- 
68, and direction identification marks for printing positions, col 5, line 44 to col 6, 
line 13). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have modified Kakutani' 794 such that storing a plurality of users 
instead of a plurality of hose devices and to include setting information includes whether 
or not a zoom is required when printing information, and/or a printing position on the 
recording medium as taught by Yoshino to allow user to select desired image parameter 
settings to produce hardcopies with satisfactory image quality. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , in accordance with claim 10. 

Claim 1 1 is directed to an image forming method claim which substantially 
corresponds to operation of the device in claim 2, with method steps directly 
corresponding to the function of device elements in claim 2. Thus, claim 11 is rejected 
as set forth above for claim 2. 
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Conclusion 



6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Steven Kau whose telephone number is 571 -270-1 1 20 
and fax number is 571-270-2120. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to 
Friday, from 8:30 am -5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Moore can be reached on 571-272-7437. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/Steven Kau/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2625 
3/9/2009 



/David K Moore/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2625 



